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Poetry.

THE CELEBRATION OF THE HOLY EUCHARIST
IN THE CATACOMBS.

(By the Rev. J. Fuller Russell, B.C.L.)

u&“ C; \ on such [of religious worship], was ab-
» utely necessary; and we may judge of the perils with which they
€re beset, as well as of the firmness of their faith, when we know that
¢ excavations in the neighbourhood of Rome, which were formed by
igging of stone, were used for a long time by the Christians as
whig of religious meetings. In these dark and dismal cataco.nbs,
h may still be seen, and which still bear traces of their former
OCtupants, the early martyrs and confessors poured their prayers to
and thanked their Redeemer, that they were counted worthy to
e for his name.”— Burton's Hist. of the Christian Church,
2~Eb. Cu.]

AD, 29

e

Where, beneath the streets of Rome,
‘Winds the mazy Catacomb,

City of the saintly dead—

‘Where confessors nightly tread,
Glorious in their countless scars,

As the firmament with stars :

Where, released from pagan foes,
Martyrs peacefully repose;

Each one in his stony bed,

A ruddy vial at his head,

And the Guardian Angels keep
Ceaseless watch o’er them that sleep:

‘Where the sacred painting shews
Tints of sapphire, emerald, rose,

ms thie emblematic dove,—
Lamb, and Sign of saving love,
Circled by a field of blue,
Golden-starred, of heaven’s own hue:

‘Where the lamps, in cluster bright,
Shed around perfume and light,
Shining from low frescoed dome,
On Apostles’ altar-tomb,

Decked with plate of costly price
For the “dreadful Sacrifice:”—

There the Christian Pontiff stands,—-
In his venerable hands,

Offering the Mystic Wine,

And the Bread of life divine,

While the Faithful prostrate fall,
And sweet incense mantles all.

Now, from the adoring throng,
Bursts the Eucharistic Song—
Christ as God (approaching nigh
In Sacramental mystery).—
Lluding now, and now again,—
Closing with the loud ““ Amen !

In their snowy vestments dight,
Vestments meet for solemn rite,
Next, with silent step and slow,
Pace the deacons to and fro,

Bear to each immortal food—
The Redeemer’s Flesh and Blood.

And to such, on death-bed lain,

As the Church’s vows have ta'en,
Stealthily those deacons come

With the dread Viaticum,

Risking life the Bread to give,
Lacking which what soul may live?

Now the Mystic Feast is o’er—

All is silent as before,—

Gone that train from Martyrs’ grave,
Terrors manifold to brave;

l‘feed they doubt the strife to win,
They, who bear their God within?

\
. Sy
HE SACRAMENTS A BARRIER AGAINST
HERESIES.
(From Dr, Waterland’s Works.)

‘nyhen we duly co'nsider the many excellent ends
brda_Plll‘poses for which these holy Sacraments were
1ned, or have been found in fact to serve, through

g succession of ages, we shall see great reason to
e ::_le Divine wisdom and go?dness in the appoint-
Eithey them. They are of admirable use many ways;
aty,, OF confirming our fuith in the Christian religion
Chrgy “and the prime.articles of it; or for promoting
nal j, : practice in this world; or for procuring efer-

PPiness in a world to come.

Cular :‘h“ cnnﬁne.my present views to the first parti-
“’und, . e subser‘vxency of the Sacraments to frue and
% bye. dith: which, though it may be looked upon as
% lfml.lt, and for that reason hath not been so com-

Y 1nsisted upon ; may yet be of weight sufficient

“Serve some consideration at this time.

Plac.e ?}:ve me leave then to take notice, in the first

» that the Sacraments of the Church have all along
» and are to this day, standing monuments of the
Dtk:f Christianity aga.inst At!leists, Deists, Jews,
dlle y Pagans, and all kinds of infidels. They bear
it as efll'ly as the Gospel itself; and have continued,
T Ut interruption, from the days of their Founder.

¥ proclaim to the world, that there once was such
t{’."'zon_as Christ Jesus; that he lived, and died, and

. uried, and rose again; and that he erected a
ireh, and drew the world after him, maugre all op-

» :‘"‘; (which could never have been effected with-
e Ry and great miracles ;) a.nd that he appointed
the ordinances for the preserving and perpetuating

Same Church, till his coming again. The two
christmm, in. this' Yiew, are ubid'ing memorials of

‘ins:“d Of_ his religion, and are ?f m)pregnal?le force
e ’;l"belt_evers, who presume either to call in ques-
Lé G Pl_am Jacts, or to charge our most holy reli-

> @8 an invention of men.
‘K‘il;st ut begides this general use of the Sacraments
rvice Tnbehevera, they have l.)een farthe.r of great

o all along, for the supporting of particular doc-
. 'S of prime value, against misbelievers of various
the ;i as may appear by an historical deduction all
the y dow? from the earliest ages of the Church to
Present times.

O Sooner did some misbelieving Christians* of the
%et:?llcal age endeavour to deprave the true Gospel
. € Of God made man, rejecting our Lord's hu-
in s, b.ut the sacrament of the Eucharist, carrying
fleg, %0 indisputable a reference to our Lord's real
for, :_"d f_)lOf)d, bore testimony against them with a
‘i‘mn“'reslsuble. They were so sensible of it, that
cb“:ﬁ:hile they forbore coming either to the koly
metel” n, or to the prayers that belonged to it}
to ¢ O the sake of avoiding a practice contradictor.
= theu« . o g p . . 4
hmation Principles. However,. ﬂ}ls was sufficient in-
Capag, to every.hone.st .Chrlsnan, of the meanest
°"“g ¥y that- their principles must be false., which
Plain am;hem in consequence to vilify and reject the
: certain institutions of Christ. There was no
the “:f entering into the sudtilties of argument; for
Su¢ v:‘! declared itself, and left no room for dispute.
e as the valuable use of this Sacrament, at that

ﬁ’m“’f supporting truth and detecting error, for the

foun dinmg the faithful in the right way, and for con-
g seducers.

“ﬁult.icln the century next following, the Valentinian

. S corrupted the faith of Christ more ways than

) PUt particularly in pretending that this lower or

. i:;?r}d was not made by God most high, but by
Meng ot‘enor power or @on. Here again the Sacra-

o the Eucharist was of signal service for the
i — % s\.xcl} wild (.ioclrme, and for the gu'ardmg
gy % hristians against the smooth insinuations of

disputers. It was very plain, that the bread

Wine in that Sacrament were presented before
i j“‘s;“ his creatures and his gifts; which amounted,
0 ato°0nstrqctlon, to a recognizing him as their frue

T and it was absurd to imagine that God should

. £

'x:l:iz n]‘);)ieet.se, or Phantasiaste, whom in English we may
Med yeqp g e;, men that woul.d not admit that our Lort‘l‘as'
B8 it es| nr.\d blood, but in appearance only ;

W‘he lc:: a walking phantom or apparition, in order to take
ndal of the eross, or for other as weak reasons.
'6“0)\0 (A0ioTiag kai wposevyijc améxovral, Sue TO pn
1,,07,7;" 7")V~eivxagwn'av odpka slvat Tod owrijpoc NpEY
Welj Otorod, &e.  Ignat.ad Smyrn.c.vii.p. 4. Le Clerc
%Tmema upon this passage: Quod quidem convenienter
ritntt :; doctrine faciebant: cum enim Fucharistia sit in-
M"‘et 'celeb.rl.ndum {nemoriam corporis Christi pro I.Wbiﬂ
hrjgy:  SORGuinis effusi, non poterat celebrari, ex instituto
Bigj ih' b hominibus qui mortuum non esse Christum putabant,

en

1psi coutradicerent,— Ecel. Hist. p. 568, 569.

accept of, and sanctify to heavenly purposes, creatures
not his own* Besides, our Lord had chosen these
creatures of the lower world to represent his own body
and blood, and called them his body and blvod, as being
indeed such in Divine construction and beneficial effect
to all worthy receivers: a plain argument that he looked
upon them as his own and his Father's creatures, and
not belonging to any strange creator, with whom nei-
ther he nor his Father bad any thing to do.

These arguments, drawn from the holy Eucharist,
were triumphantly urged against those false teachers,
by an eminent Father of that time:f who, no doubt,
made choice of them as the most affecting and sensi-
ble of any; being m. = entertaining than dry criti-
cisms upon texts, or abstracted reasonings, and more
likely to leave strong and lively impressions upon the
minds of common Christians. At the same time they
served to expose the adversaries to public shame, as
appearing along with others at the holy Communion,
while they taught things directly contrary to the known
language of that Sacrament.

1V. The same deceivers, upon some specious pre-
tences, (but such as no cause can want, that does not
want artful pleaders,) took upon them to reject the
doctrine of the resurrection of the body; conceiving
that the unbodied soul only had any concern in a life
to come.t Here again, the Sacrament of the Eucha-
rist was a kind of armour of proof against the sedu-
cers. For as the consecrated bread and wine were
the authentic symbols of Christ’s body and blood, and
were, in construction and certain effect, (though not in
substance,) the same with what they stood for, to all
worthy receivers; it was manifest, that odies so in-
corporated with the body of Christ must of course be
partners with it in a glorious resurrection. Thus was
the Eucharist considered as a sure and certain pledge
to all good men, of the future resurrection of their
bodies, symbolically fed with the body of Christ. For
like as the branches partake of the vine, and the mem-
bers of the head, so the bodies of the faithful, being
by the Eucharist incorporate with Christ's glorified
body, must of consequence appertain to it, and be glo-
rified with it.  This is the argument which the Chris-
tian Fathers of those times insisted upon, and with this
they prevailed; as it was an argument easily under-
stood § and sensibly felt, (by as many as had any ten-
der regard for the Sacraments of the Church,) and as
it expressed to the life the inconsistent conduct of the
new teachers, proclaiming them to be self-condemned.
Whergfore they were put in mind over and over, to
correct either their practice or their principles; and
either to come no more to the koly Communion, or to
espouse no more such doctrines as were contrary to it.||

V. In the same century, or beginning of the next,
when the Marcionites revived the old pretences of the
Visionaries, rejecting our Lord's huwmanity; the Eu-
churist still served, as before, to confound the adver-
saries: for it was impossible to invent any just reply
to this plain argument, that our Lord's appoiuting a
memorial to be observed, of his body broken and of his
blood shed, must imply, that he really took part of flesh
and blood, and was in substance and in truth what the
Sacrament sets forth in symbols and figures. [

VI. When the Encratitee, or Continents, of the se-
cond century, (so called from their over-scrupulous
abstemiousness,) had contracted odd prejudices against
the use of wine, as absolutely unlawful; the Sacra-
ment of the Eucharist was justly pleaded, as alone
sufficient to correct their groundless surmises: but
rather than part with a favourite principle, they chose
to celebrate the Communion in waler only, rejecting
wine; and were from thence styled Aquarians. Which
practice of theirs served however to detect their /y-
pocrisy, and to take off the sheep’s cluthing : for nobody
could now make it any question, whether those so seem-
ingly conscientions and self-denying teachers were really
deceivers, when they were found to make no scruple of
violating a holy Sacrament, and running directly coun-
ter to the express commands and known practice of
Christ their Lord.

VIL. When the Praxeans, Noetians, and Sabellians,
of the second and third centuries, presumed to inno-
vate in the doctrine of the Trinity, by reducivg the
three Persons of the Godhead to one; then the Sacra-
ment of Baptism remarkably manifested its doctrinal
force, to the confusion of those misbelievers. There
was no resisting the pointed language of the sacra-
mental form, which ran distinctly in the name of the
Father, and of the Son, and of the Holy Ghost. It
seems, that those men being conscious of it, did there-
fore change our Lord's form, and baptized in a new
one of their own; not considering, that that was
plunging deeper than before, and adding iniquitous
practice to ungodly principles. But the case was des-
perate, and they had no other way left to make them-
selves appear consistent men. In the meanwhile, their
carrying matters to such lengths could not but make
their false doctrine the more notorious to all men, and
prevent its stealing upon honest and well disposed
Christians, by ignorance or surprise. Such was the
seasonable use of the Sacrament of Baptism in that
instance; detecting error, and obstructing its progress,
and strongly supporting the true faith.

VIII. When the Arians, of the fourth century, took
upon them to deprave the doctrine of the Z'rinity in an
opposite extreme, by rejecting the Deity of our Saviour
Christ, “who is over all God blessed for ever;” then
again the same sacrament of Baptism reclaimed against
novelty, and convicted the misbelievers in the face of
the world. It was obvious to every impartial and
considering man, that the form of Baptism ran equally
in the name of Father, Son, and Holy Ghost, and that
it could never be intended to initiate Christ's disci-
ples in the belief and worship of God and two crea-
tures. The new teachers however, in prudence, thought
proper to continue the old form of baptizing, till the
Eunomians, their successors, being plainer men, or
being weary of a practice contradictory to their prin-
ciples, resolved at length to set aside the Scripture
form, and to subsitute others more agreeable to their

* Tertullian afterwards makes uee of the same argument,
against the same error, as espoused by the Marcionites: and he
strengthens it farther, by taking in the other Sacrament also.
Sed ille quidem (Deus noster) usque nunc nec aguam reproba-
vit Creatoris, qua suos abluit nec panem (quo ipsum corpus
suum repraesentat. Contra Marcion. lib. i. cap. 14.

+ Nostra autem consonans est sententia Kucharistie, et Bu-
charistia rarsus confirmat sententiam nostram : qfferimus enim
ei qua sunt ¢jus. Iren. lib. iv. cap. 18. p. 251. edit. Bened.
Conf. cap. xxxiii. p. 270. Conf. Tertull. contra Marcion. lib. i.
cap. 14,

1 Basilides, probably of the first centary, tanght this doc-
trine. Zren. lib. i. cap. 24.p. 102. Afterwards, Cerdo also,
and Marcion, lib. i. cap. 27. p. 106. The Valentinian Gnos-
tics also taught the same, lib. v. cap. 1. p. 292.

§ Notwithstanding the plainness of the argument, a very
learned and ingenious Lutheran declares, that he does not un-
derstand it, can make no sense or consequence of it. (Plaff.
Note in Iren. Fragm. 84, 85.) I suppose the reason is, be-
cause it agrees not with the Lutheran notion of the presence:

for indeed, as such corporal or local presence supposes Christ’s |

body and blood to be received by all communicants, both good
and bad, Irenmus’s arguments will by no means favour that
hypothesis, nor consist with it. His reasoning will extend only
to good men, real members of Christ’s body, men whose bodies,
by the Eucharist worthily received, (perseverance supposed,)

are made abiding members of Christ’'s body, flesh, and bones.— |

The argument, so stated, proves the resurrection of such per-
sons; and it is sll that it directly proves: which however was
sufficient against those who admitted no resurrection of the
body, but denied all.—N. B. The argument is of as little force
on the hypothesis of transubstantiation ; as is plain from what
has been hinted of the other.

N H iy yvépny d\kakdrwcay, i o wpoopipey ra
slpnuéva Tapaireio3woay, nudy 8 ctppwvog ) Yropn T§
thyapiorig, kai 1 evyapioria . ... BeBatoi Ty yropnv.—
Iren. lib, iv. cap. 18. p. 251.

9 Acceptum panem, et distributum discipulis, corpus illam
suwm fecit, Hoc est corpus meum, dicendo; id est figura corpo-
ris mei.  Figura autem non fuisset, nisi veritatis esset corpus:
ceterum vacua res, quod est phantasma, figuram cepere non
posset.  Tertull. adv. Mare. lib. iv. ¢. 40. p. 458.

sentiments, This was intimation sufficient to every
well disposed Christian, to be upon his guard against
the new doctrines, which were found to drive men to
such desperate extremities. For now no man of ordi-
nary discernment, who had any remains of godliness
left in him, could make it matter of dispute, whether
he ought to follow Eunomius or Christ.

There was a farther use made of both Sacraments,
by way of argument, in the Arian controversy. For
when the Arians pleaded, that the words I and my
Father are one, meant no more than an unity of will
or consent, inasmuch as all the faithful were said to be
one with Christ and with each other, on account of such
unity of consent; the argument was retorted upon them
in this manner: that as Christ had made himself re-
ally one with us, by taking our flesh and blood upon
him in the incarnation; so again he had reciprocally
made us really one with himself by the two Sucraments.
For in Baptism we put on Christ, and in the Eucharist
we are made partakers of his flesh and blood: and
therefore the union of Christ's disciples with the Head,
and with each other, (though far short of the essential
union between Father and Son,) was more than a bare
amity of will or consent; being a real, and vital, and
subxstantial union, though withal mystical and spiritual.
Thus Ililary of Poictiers (an eminent Father of that
time) retorted the argument of the adversaries; throw-
ing off their refined subtilties, by one plain and affect-
ing consideration, drawn from the known doctrine of
the Christian Sacraments.

(T be concluded in our next.)

THE ARCHBISHOP OF CANTERBURY 4ND
THE CHURCH.

A LETTER ADDRESSED TO THE CLERGY AND LAITY OF
HIS PROVINCE BY WILLIAM, LORD ARCHBISHOP OF
CANTERBURY.

For a considerable time my attention has been turned
to the divisions in the Church, occasioned by differences
of opinion with respect to the intention of certain Ru-
brical directions in the Liturgy, and diversities of
practice in the performance of Divine service. These
questions, relating to matters iu themselves indifferent,
but deriving importance from their connexion with the
maintenance of uniformity and order in the solemn
ministrations of the Church, are rendered difficult by
the ambiguity of the Rubries in some instances, and
in all by the doubts which may arise as to the weight
which should be allowed to general usage when it
varies from the written law. It is partly on these ac-
counts, and partly from uncertainty with respect to

the extent of the powers committed to the Archbishop !

of the province, in the Preface to the Book of Com-
mon Prayer, for the resolution of doubts in regard to
the contested points, that I have not felt myself jus-
tified in expressing an authoritative opinion upon ques-
tions occasionally submitted to me on these subjects.
I was, indeed, willing to hope that these controversies,
like many of much greater importance which have for
a season disquieted the Church, would be suffered to
die away of themselves, when the arguments on both
sides had been thoroughly sifted, from the good sense
of the parties ergaged in them, and the general con-
viction of their unprotitableness. But baving becn
disappointed in this expectation, and consideriug the
tendency of continued agitation to weaken the sacred
bunds of affection which ought to unite the Clergy and

laity as members of one body in Christ, I'hold it a duty |

to come forward, in the hope of allaying animosities,
and putting a stop to dissensions which are shown by

experience to be not only unedifying but mischievous.
With this view I would call your attention to a few |
considerations, which, with persons who are desirous |

of peace, will, I trust, have their due weight.

It has long been observed that, in the performance
of Divine service in the generality of our parochial
churches, there has been a deviation, in certain parti-
culars, from the express directions of the Rubric, and
that, in some cases, a difference in respect to the sense
of the Rubric has led to a diversity in practice. In
regard to such points, in themselves non-essential, the
most conscientious Clergymen have felt themselves
justified in treading in the steps of their predecessors;
and hence the irregularity (for all departure from rule
is irregular), which seems, in some instances at least,
to have existed from the beginning, became inveterate.
There have, I apprehend, at all times been Clergymen
who have been distressed by this inconsistency; and
of late years it has been regarded by many excellent
men as irreconcileable with the obligations which they
took upon themselves on their admission into holy or-
ders. Under the influence of these scruples, they
thought it right to adhere as closely as possible to the
letter of the Rubric in their ministration ; whilst others
of their brethren, not less conscientious, have been de-
termined by considerations, in their estimation of great
weight, to follow the usage which they found esta-
blished in their respective churches. Under these
circumstances a diversity of practice has arisen, which
is not only inconsistent with the principle of uniformity
maintained by the Church, but is sometimes associated
in the minds of the people with peculiarities of doc-
trine, and gives birth to suspicions and jealousies de-
structive of the confidence which should always sub-
sist between the flock and their pastor. To prevent
the increase of an evil which might terminate in actual
schisms was confessedly most desirable; and the most
effectual mode of accomplishing the object, it has been
thought, would be found in general conformity to the
Rubric. Universal concurrence in this eacy and ob-
vious regulation would have combined the several ad-

vantages of securing compliance with the law of the |

Church and the land, of putting a stop to unauthorized
innovations, and of excluding party distinctions, in
their character decidedly un-Christian, from the pub-
lic worship of God ; and I cannot but regret that mea-
sures which, with a view to these good purposes, have
been recommended by high authorities, should not
have been received with unanimous acquiescence, as
the means of restoring order and peace, without any
departure from the principles of the Church, or offence
to the most scrupulous conscience.

At the same time, I am sensible that those who ob-
ject have much to allege in their justification. If the
written law is against them, they plead an opposite
usage, in parochial churches at least, reaching back,
p?rhaps, to the time when the intention of the law-
giver was best understood, superseding its literal sense,
and determining its real meaning; they appeal to the
general consent of Bishops, Clergy, and laity, implied
in the absence of any effectual interference during so
long a period ; they object to the sudden revival of
rules, which in their opinion are obsolete, and still
more to their rigid enforcement after so long a term
of abeyance. In fairness to them we must allow that
this dislike of alterations in the manner of worship to
which they have been accustomed from their infancy,
proceeding as it does from attachment to the ordi-
nances of the Church, ought pot to be visited with
unkindly censure; and we can hardly be surprised at
any change being regarded with suspicion when so
many attempts have been made to introduce innova-
tions which are really objectionable, and tend, as far
as they go, to alter the character of our Church. It
must also be granted that the intention of the Church
is not always clearly discoverable from the language of
the Rubrie, nor determinable with absolute certainty
from the records of early practice. In such cases it
may with some show of reason be said, that, as the
eminent men to whom the several revisions of the Li-
turgy were successively intrusted, did not see the ne-
cessity of giving directions so precise as to insure 3
rigid conformity in every particular, we may be con-

tented to acquiesce in slight deviations from rule, sug-
gested by convenience, and sanctioned by long usage.

Now, whatever may be the force of the arguments
on either side, a difference of opinion will, probably,
always exist in regard to the contested points. But
all parties will concur in regarding these points as of
far less importance than the maintenance of that wu-
tual confidence which, next to support from above,
forms the main strength of the Church, producing the
harmonious co-operation of its several members, and
disposing the people to look up with reverence to their
Pastor as their spiritual instructor and guide. In
whatever degree, or by whatever means, the tie of af-
fection is loosened, & proportionate diminution will
follow of that moral influence on which the efficiency
of the Clergyman’s teaching will always depend.

The case, then, if fairly considered with reference
to the existing dissensions, and the results to be ex-
pected from their continuance, will show the necessity
of mutual forbearance to the peace and the honour, I
may even say to the safety of the Church. The laity,
it may be hoped, will see the propriety of respecting
the consciences of such of the Clergy as have held
themselves bound to strict compliance with the ex-
press direction of the Rubric, without regard to former
disuse; and the Clergy will perceive the expediency
of not pressing too harshly or abruptly, the observance
of laws which, having by themselves and their prede-
cessors been long suffered to sleep, have now the ap-
pearance of novelty. I am fully alive to the impor-
tance of uniformity in the celebration of Divine ser-
vice; but I think it would be purchased too dearly at
the expense of lasting divisions, a consequence which,
I trust, will be averted by a suspension of the existing
disputes. My hope of-such an adjustment is grounded
on the wisdom, temper, and piety, which are engaged
on both sides of the question. A settlemént which
would have the sanction of Law, is at the present mo-
ment impossible; and, were it possible, could hardly
be attempted with hope of success, till the subsisting
excitement has been allayed by time and reflection.
But till that time shall arrive, our regard to the spi-
ritual interests of our brethren ought surely to put a
stop to contentions, which, besides the offence against
charity, engage much time and ability which might be
infinitely better applied, and which can afford pleasure
to those only who bear ill-will to our Church. The
matters in controversy, considered in themselves, are
| not of vital importance; the service in our churches
ihas in general been conducted in conformity to the
| Apostle’s direction, with order and decency; and,
! whether performed with exact regard to the letter of
| the Rubric, or with the variations established by gene-
ral usage, will still be decent and orderly. I there-
| fore entreat you to consider whether the peace of the
E Church should be hazarded by prolonging an unpro-
| fitable controversy, at a time, more especially, when
{ her energies are directed, with such hope of success,
}’ to the promotion of religion and morals, and when the
| Clergy and laity are zealously engaged in united ex-
| ertions for the erection and endowment of churches
. aud schools, and for other pious and beneficial objects,
| in almost every part of the country.

( What I would most earnestly recommend, for the
| present, is the discontinuance of any proceedings, in
either direction, on the controverted questions. In
j churches where alterations have been introduced with
general acquiescence, let things remain as they are;
in those which retain the less accurate usage, let no
risk of division be incurred by any attempt at change,

In the case of
churches where agitation prevails, and nothing has
been definitely settled, it is not possible to lay down
any general rule which may be applicable to all cir-
cumstances. But is it too much to hope that those
who are zealous for the honour of God and the good
of His Church, will show, by the temporary surrender
of their private opinions, that they are equally zealous
in the cause of peace and of charity ?

On the particular questions which disquiet the pub-
| lif: mind, I think it unadvisable to pronounce an opi-
| nion.  Upon careful examination, 1 have found reason
| to think that some of these questions are more diffi-
| cult of solution than is commonly imagined, and that
| the meaning which occurs at first sight is not always
| the most correct. And the general question, in re-
| Spect to what should be conceded to usage in control-
; ling or modifying the written law, seems to me to be
,1 open to much doubt. But,if I were ever so fully
| persuaded in my own mind, I should be unwilling, for
| reasons already assigned, to pronounce a judgment
| which, not having legal authority, might be accepted
1 })y some and disregarded by others, and might thus
| Increase the confusion which it was designed to re-
medy. For similar reasons I have not thought it ex-
pedient to call the Bishops of my province together at
this time, though it will be my desire, as well as my
duty, to seek their advice and assistance when a fit
opportunity presents itself. I am, however, fully as-
sured of their general concurrence in deprecating the
continuance of discussions, which will undoubtedly
multiply strife and contention, but which, in the pre-
sent posture of things, can lead to no beueficial result.

In order to guard against misappreheusion I think
it proper to state, that all I have here said is strictly
| confined to the Rubrical questions, which have occa-
l sioned the present agitation. All change in the per-
formance of the service, affecting the doctrine of the
Church, by alteration, addition, or omission, I regard
with unqualified disapprobation. I may further re-
mark, that the danger to the Church would be great,
if Clergymen, not having due respect either to episco-
pal authority or established usage, should interpret
the Rubric for themselves, should introduce or curtail
cereinonies at pleasure, or make Divine service in any
way the means of expressing their own theological
opinions or party views. In respect to the ritual, the
preface to the Book of Common Prayer directs all
persons having doubts, or diversely taking anything in
the performance of the Church service, to resort to
the Bishop of the Diocese for the resolution of such
doubts, and the appeasing of diversities. Had due
attention been paid from the first to this salutary rule,
the Charch might perhaps have been saved from much
of the dissension which at various times has divided
her members, and grieved and perplexed her rulers,
and which, if not speedily checked, may again cause a
serious disturbance of her peace. Considering the
course I have suggested as offering the only immediate
means of averting such a calamity, and at the same
time p.reparing the way for a final arrangement ata
convenient season, I earnestly recommend its adop-
tion, in the hope that, through the blessing of God, it
may lay the foundation of lasting peace; “and to this
end”’—(I borrow the words of a learned and pious
ritualist)—“to this end may the God of peace give us
all meek hearts, quiet spirits, and devout affections,
and free us from all prejudice, that we may have full
churches, frequent prayers, and fervent charity ; that,
uniting in our prayers here, we may all join in his
praises hereafter, for the sake of Jesus Christ our
Lord,” Amen. W. CANTUAR.

Lambeth Palace, Jan. 11th, 1845.

| sanction of the proper authorities.

ON THE EXISTING DIVERSITIES IN THE
SERVICES OF THE CHURCH.
( From the Cornwall Guazette.)

The question, Whence all this diversity? will be
answered by a rapid historical sketch, which at the
present time, we hope, will interest our readers.

The Prayer-book was settled as it now stands, in
1661, when, the Great Rebellion being ended, and the

| till some final arrangement can be made, with the |

so to modify the Liturgy, as to satisfy all parties; and
for this purpose a Conference was held at the Savoy,
composed of an equal number of the most eminent
Divines of the Church, and of the Presbyterian leaders.
The object of course failed; but the Bishops notwith-
standing, according to the commission they had re-
ceived, revised the whole book, and their recommen-
dations were adopted by Convocation. The Liturgy
thus revised, with the preface, rubrics, and all thereto
belonging, was then ratified by Act of Parliament, and
thus became a part of the law of the land.

An attempt was made soon after the Revolution to
accommodate the Church to the views of Dissenters.
The changes proposed were most sweeping, and such
as would have destroyed the very character of the
Church; in fact, they would sacrifice whatever Dis-
senters would object to.  But Convocation was firm,
and the King, finding himself defeated, abruptly pro-
rogued it.

The accession of the House of Hanover brought a
severe trial upon the Church. The two first Georges
were foreigners in birth, in language, in habits, and in
religion, aud they were most unpopular with the ma-
jority of the people. The country gentlemen and the
clergy were generally opposed to them, and the govern=
ment was carried on chiefly by a general and most de-
moralising system of corruption.  Government patron-
age, both in Church and State, was almost exclusively
employed to buy or reward political services. The
Church soon felt the hostility of the crown, which in
1717 prorogued the Convocation in the midst of its
buisiness, because it was proceeding to censure the
writings of a court favourite, the Socinian Bishop
Hoadly, and to this day it has never been convened
again.  Thus for almost 130 years the Church, de-
prived of its representation, has been prevented from
performing avy ove legislative act.  Ience obsolcte
canons, and neglected rubrics; while opportunity is
afforded of justifying disobedience in things proper,
because there are canons which can neither be obeyed
nor repealed. And yet, perhaps, it is happy that the
Convocation was thus suspended, for at least it has
allowed the Prayer-book to remain intact. ~ The evil
influences which acted upon the Church were terrible.
On the one hand, was the corruption and profligacy of
the court—on the other, the coarseness and boisterous
amusements of the country-—in both, habits of intem-
perance so general, that they ceased to be shameful.
It is idle to suy that the clergy ought to have held
themselves aloof from such excesses. They are taken
out of society, they receive from it their earliest im-
pressions, they live in it, and they are influenced by
its standard of conduct. It has been truly said that
a man is more easily forgiven for being a good deal
wrong, than for being altogether right.  Certainly it
requires the spirit of a confessor to brave the scorn
and opposition which a very high standard of morals
is sure to provoke. However this may be, the state
of the Church throngh a great part of the last century
was lamentable.  Popular opinion in this respect, at
least, is not mistaken, and the writers of that day afford
abundant evidence of the fact. * * * * *

We repeat that this is not to be taken as a general
picture. The vast majority of the clergy were unques-
tionably correct and influential in their scveral spheres;
but dispensers of Church patronage in a vicious and
profane Court created clergy after their own fashion,
or to speak more correctly, good men shunned the
polluted atmosphere, and none could be found to
flutter round them but wretches like themselves.—
Concurrently with corraption of morals was corraption
of doctrine. The Socinian heresy had previously pre-
vailed fearfully among the reformed sects on the Con-
tinent; and in the early half of the century Dr. Samuel

Clarke, rector of St. James’, a talented and influential
clergyman, and high in favour with the Queen of
George I1., propounded a plausible scheme of Arianism
which threatened to spread in the Church. The way
was prepared for it by the general forgetfulness of the
great truths of Christian doctrine. Sermons on moral
duties alone were generally heard from the pulpit, and
the religion of the serious part of the community was
too much made up of forms.

With so much that is lamentable, the picture has
its lights as well as its shadows. If the country squire
was often coarse in his manners, and boisterous in his
amusements, he generally possessed also the sterling
excellencies of the old English character. Ile was
hospitable, just, and kind; the friend of his tenants,
the protector of the labourers, the promoter of every
innocent enjoyment in his parish and neighbourhood.
There was little pauperism then. Our grandmothers
also were strict observers of the forms of the Church,
kind, charitable, jealous of female purity, watchful
over the comfort and character of their dependents.—
It may be allowed that their religious system was de-
fective, but such as it was, it must be far preferred to
that lip religionism, so popular now, which prates of
doctrine, and neglects duties.  Their excellences are
a valuable and decisive proof how the Prayer-book
and forms of the Church could preserve truth and vir-
tue in the midst of corruption and heresy.*

It has often been affirmed that the Church is
indebted to Dissent for awaking her from the torpor
of the last century. Nothing can be more untrue.—
Dissent then suffered at least as much as the Church.
Its endowed meetings became Socinian, and remain so
to this day. Its academies were tainted with the
same heresy; and the congregations which escaped
Socinianism slumbered for the most part in Antino-
mianism. The men who were chiefly instrumental in
sounding an effectual alarm came from within the
Church.

Bishop Bull, and afterwards Waterland, combated
victoriously the Socinian heresy. ~ The latter appeared
as the antagonist of Clarke, and, with the blessing of
God, stayed the plague. Meantime appeared a num-
ber of zealous and able, thongh in their proceedings,
irregular clergymen, who vigorously and effectually
preached through the land the doctrines of the Bible
and Prayer-book, which had been practically forgotten.
Not that there ever was a time when many of all ranks
were not to be found in the Church, who faithfully
held and taught these doctrines; but men were wanted
who should give them a popular form, and force them
upon general attention. This was done by the zeal
of these men, who, while they commanded respect by
their faithfulness and courage, provoked by their irre-
gularities av opposition which sastained the interest
of the question. Wesley and Whitfield, while they
professed no other object than to promote holiness in
the Church, introduced a system among their followers
which eventually made them separatists—Romaine,
Toplady, Newton, Scott, and in our own neighbour-
hood, Walker and Hawker, identified the truths they
taught with the dogmas of extreme Calvinism. Such
agents are usually found in every great movement.—
Storms are sent to clear the stagnant, pestilential

* The same fact is shewn in Archdeacon Wix's Missionary

rative we have ever read. The Archdeacon set out on a visita-
tion of his whole charge, on foot, for there was no means of
conveyance, and in winter, for at no other season could the
island be traversed, guided only by the compass, sleeping some-
times in miserable huts, oftener in a hole dug in the snow with
a shovel which he had first to cut from a tree, all his necessa~
ries carried upon his back, and with only one companion. He
was absent six months, during which his wife had no means of
once hearing of him, or of knowing if he had not perished in
the snow. In this arduous jonrney he came upon many ham-
lets never before visited by a minister of religion, In some the
Prayer-book was found, or at least the catechismn, which in the
Creed, Commandments, and Lord’s Prayer, contains the sub-
stance of the Christian religion, was remembered and taught to
the children; and in these hamlets there was always order,
decency, and as much comfort as the miserable climate and

King and the Church restored, an attempt was made

country would allow. Tn others, all this wes forgotten, and
| bere the wretched people were found brutalized below savages.
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' atmosphere; and powerful but irregular minds seem
| best adapted to rouse from a moral torpor, to overturn
established abuses, and to give that impulse which
leads to the reformation of a people.

In directing all their energies to restore neglected
doctrinal truths, these Divines quite lost sight of
Church order. Seldom or never do we meet with any
thing in their writings, which a dissenter would object
to. Their principal disciples among the laity took
similar views, and seem to have had no higher idea of
the Church of England than as atiere State establish-
ment. We have seen an unpublished memorandum
of a conversation of Wilberforce with Archdeacon
Daubeny, in which he asserts views which would
startle the most extreme low Churchman, and would
be corrected by the very children of our Nutional
Schools.

Here then was a source of disorder in the Church,
that the impulse which led in its consequences to the
revival of her doctrines, was given by men who were
indifferent to Church order, and whose extreme Cal«
vinistic tenets are inconsistent with Episcopal govern=
ment.  Another cause was the undue importance
which the whole party attached to the pulpit, as the
engine of their power.  They exalted the sermon far
above the liturgy, as indeed one of their most popular
writers, Bridges, in his work on the Christian Ministry,
does not scruple to avow. A more powerful cause
remains to be told.

When the war was renewed in 1804, and the enemy
threatened invasion, all diffevences were forgotten in
the common danger, and the country united as one
man.  Dissenters, who in former years had openly
sympathized with the Freuch Revolution, had now
opened their eyes to the character of Napoleon, and to
all that was to be feared from his ambition and power.
Strife and jealousy therefore between Churchmen and
Dissenters were for a time forgotten. At this period
the Bible Society offered an objeet, in which it was
thought all parties could consistently join, and the
alliance formed upon this ground became so popular,
that the clergyman who distrusted it was deemed a
bigot. The question of Education next rose, and the
systems of Bell and Lancaster offered themselves to
the public, the former proceeding exclusively on the
system of the Church, the latter proposing a compre=
hensive education. Again the liberal scheme prevailed.
Laneastrian schools spread over the land, in which
clergymen joined with all classes of dissenters, and
surrendered the Catechism, and all Church teaching,
and discipline, as the condition of union. Church
principles thus slighted were soon forgotten,

The consequences of this union were very lamens
table. T'o the Church was conceded superior learning
and respectability, with all the consequences it derived
from State establishment: but Dissent claimed for
itself, and Churchmen generally allowed the claim, the
possession of superior piety. In fact, the clergy were
condemned in the lump as ungodly, except the propor-
tion, perhaps one out of seven or eight, who professed
Calvinistic views, and were distinguished by the name
of “evangelical.” The consequence was, that dissent
became popular with Churchmen, and an object of
imitation.  Churches were repaired and altered after
the fashion of the meeting-house. = The beautiful pro=
prieties of Church architecture, their meaning lost,
their beauty not appreciated, were regarded as cum-
brous pride, and beautifying Churchwardens rivalled
the havoc of Cromwell's soldiers. - Then the soug deal
pew replaced the oak stall, or blocked up the centre
aisle.  Then the window, beautiful in decay, was cast
forth to lumber the-churchyard, and the neat sash-light
with circular or pointed head took its place.  Heavy
galleries supported on Doric pillars of painted wood
were stuck up amidst clustered columns, and blocked
up west windows.  The carved oak roof was buried
under a ceiling of lath and plaster; and after all these
abominable uglinesses had been perpetrated, and the
white-wash bucket and paint-pot had done their wark,
an inscription in gold letters in front of the gallery
announced that “this church was beautified A.D.
18—, John Nokes, Thomas Stiles, Churchwardens.’’.

As the proprieties of Chureh architecture were thus
destroyed, so the decencies and order of Church wor-
ship were often neglected. Among the changes in the
service itself that resulted chiefly from this, was the
introduction of bymn-books, which continued to mul-
tiply till within the last six or seven years. But why
trace further details?  Suffice it that every clergyman
did nearly what he pleased, and order and uniformity
were lost. ~ One great source of disorder was proprie-
tary chapels, which owed their existence to the obstacles
thrown by the State in the way of building churches,
W hatever became of the souls of the people, the rights
of the patron were not to be damaged by burdening
the living with additional expensive duties, which might
make it less desirable for a family nominee, or less
valuable (alas) in the market! Bishop Middleton.
could found a diocese in India, and build a College
there; but when he was Vicar of 8. Pancras, and
strove to obtain a second parish church for his 50,800
parishioners, he failed. An Act of Parliament was
necessary, and the House of Commons refused it.—
While the poor, therefore, were left to become Dissen-
ters, or heathens if they would, proprietary chapels
were provided for those who could pay; and, in these,
as popularity was essential to success, it was necessary
to consult the taste of the congregation.

A volume would be required 'to do justice to the
subjeet, but this rapid sketeh may show how it has
happened that canons became obsolete, rubrics disre-
garded, and various practices established in diffe-
rent Churches. We bave shown how the existing
Prayer-book was revised by a commission of Bishops
in 1661, ratified by Convocation, and made the law of
the land by Parliament—how an attempt to presbyte-
rianize it in 1689 by William LI failed—how uui=
formity having been maintained up to 1717, the Church.
was then, and ever since has been, deprived of her
constitutional legislative assembly—how corrupt in=
fluences which tainted society to its core in the last
century extended their baneful power to the Church
—how men good and zealous but in some material
points disorderly, were the chief instruments of rous-
ing and restoring her—finally, how the disorders which
resulted from their principles were increased by un
alliance with Dissent, the imitation of its practices, and
the licence which very many of the clergy assumed.

We are not writing a Church history, but only tra-
cing the causes of the existing diversities in the per=
formance of public worship. We shall not, therefore,
enter into the important events of the last thirty years.
Suffice it to say, that the alliance between the
Church and dissent ceased with the public danger

tour in Newfoundland, the most interesting and affecting nar- |

which caused it, and Churchmen gradually devoted
themselves exclusively to schools and societies conduct-
| ed on Church principles. The Government at last saw
' the danger of a heathen population, and gave facilities,
! and even help, fur building Churches. Still the
| Church was generally regarded as no more than a State
establishment till the State became her enemy. But
| first the Test Act was repealed, then followed the
| Roman Catholic Relief Bill; and soon the Reform
Bill Ministry flattered the agitators who cried, *“ Down
with her, even to the ground.”” The, Bishops were
warned by the Premier to set their houses in order,
Church rates were threatened, and ten Bishoprics in
Ireland were actually suppressed. The Church was
| thus driven from the uncertain and dangerous ground
of State support, upen which she had too much rested,
and brought to examine her true foundation, her mis-
sion, her powers. Hence she has gradually learnt to
assert her character and autherity under a higher
Master and Defender than any eartbly potentate, and
to regard her position as an establishment only as a
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